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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
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4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 1-3,5-9 and 12 is/are rejected. 

7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) ^ The drawing(s) filed on 05 May 2008 is/are: a)^ accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Introduction 

1 . This FINAL office action is in response to communications received on May 5, 2008. 
Claims 1, 2, 5, 6, 9, and 12 have been amended. Claims 4, 10, 11, and 13 have been cancelled. 
Claims 1-3, 5-9, and 12 are pending. 

Response to Amendment 

1. Applicant's amendments to the drawings arc sufficient to overcome the objections to 
the drawings as set forth in the previous office action. 

2. Applicant's amendments, arguments, and cancellations of the claims are sufficient to 
overcome all the 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, rejections as set forth in the previous 
office action. Applicant's arguments regarding claim 5 were found convincing. 

3. Applicant's cancellation of claims 1 0 and 1 1 arc sufficient to overcome the 35 U.S.C. § 
101 rejections set forth in the previous office action. 
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Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered by the Examiner. In particular, 
Applicant argues regarding independent claims 1 and 9 that Gajewski does not teach or suggest 
(1) a process graph specifying the processes for manufacturing and assembling a product. 
Additionally, (2) Applicant argues that all dependent claims are allowable as a result. 

Regarding argument (1), Examiner respectfully disagrees. A "process graph" is 
described in Applicant's specification, but it is not explicitly defined as containing the processes 
for manufacturing and assembling a product. Thus, using the broadest interpretation of a 
"process graph", Gajewski's teaching in par. 31 of a "7-panel chart" anticipates Applicant's 
claims of a process graph. Furthermore, Gajewski teaches a "design for manufacturing ease of 
assembly (DFMEA)" in par. 75 and " the development of detailed manufacturing plans" in par. 
91, which clearly anticipate a process graph specifying the processes for manufacturing and 
assembling a product. 

Regarding argument (2), Examiner respectfully disagrees. Dependent claims are not 
allowable as per the response to argument (1) above. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-3, 5-9, and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Gajewski (US 2002/0120490 Al). 

Regarding claim 1, Gajewski teaches: 

A method for production planning, comprising: 

subdividing a production planning sequence into individual sequence steps (par. 18, lines 

1-3); 

executing each of the individual sequence steps one after another (Figures 1A, IB, and 
1C); and 

evaluating, after each of the individual sequence steps, a result of a preceding one of the 
individual sequence steps (Figures 1A, IB, and 1C, the output of each step is an input for another 
step, and so it is inherent that the results of each step are evaluated before being used); wherein 
the individual sequence steps includes: 

performing a market analysis (par. 19); 

executing a value design process (par. 23); 

setting up project premises (par. 20); 

performing a product analysis (par. 30); 
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setting up a process graph (par. 31); 
setting up a structural concept (par. 44); 
working out a manufacturing concept (par. 91); and 
setting up a rough layout (par. 105). 

Regarding claim 2, Gajewski teaches wherein at least one of the individual steps may be 
repeated at least once (Figures 1A, IB, and 1C, notice that some steps are labeled "recurring"). 

Regarding claim 3, Gajewski teaches wherein the evaluating of the result of the 
preceding individual sequence step includes performing a static evaluation (Figures 1A, IB, and 
1C, the output of each step is an input for the next step, and so it is inherent that the results of 
each step are evaluated statically before being used). 

Regarding claim 5, Gajewski teaches wherein the project premises include essential 
project premises and necessary project premises (par. 20, "vehicle system assumptions and 
timing and vehicle segment wants with QFD" are premises). 

Regarding claim 6, Gajewski teaches performing an additional evaluation after setting 
up the rough layout (par. 106). 

Regarding claim 7, Gajewski does teaches wherein the performing of the additional 
evaluation is performed as a dynamic and stochastic evaluation (par. 106, trade-off analysis is 
dynamic, risk analysis is stochastic). 

Regarding claim 8, Gajewski teaches wherein the method is performed and linked into a 
product development process (see claim 1 for reference and rationale. Claim 1 teaches the 
method being performed and the method is a product development process). 
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Regarding claims 9 and 12, they are rejected using the same art and rationale used 
above for rejecting claim 1 . This is because claims 9 and 12 claim a system and program 
product performing the method of claim 1 . 
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Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jaime Cardenas-Navia whose telephone number is (571)270- 
1525. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thur, 9:30AM - 8:00PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Beth Van Doren can be reached on (571) 272-6737. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

July 29, 2008 

/J. CI 

Examiner, Art Unit 3623 
/Beth V. Boswell/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3623 



